9/28/70 


Dear Paul, 


Tills afterthought: 

If I haven’t mentioned It earlier, end I’m not certain, there is what 
I think is more than a mere semantic flaw in your reference to ’’head snap" . I know 
this did n^t originate with you and I know it. is common usage by the Lanes, Garrisons 
and others, but it is simply not an accurate description. 

Prior to your writing this thing, you may recall, I cautioned you about 
proper understanding of Zepruder and told you cf the new and clearer ether film I 
now have. There is and can bo no doubt -and there never was any - that it is the 
entire body that goes backward and with the greatest vigor. It hits the beck of 
the seat very herd. 

I do not know how much time you have s pent studying Zapruder, how often, 
or under woat conditions or in what form cr forms, however, it is also a very 
serious error to consider the motion backward and the motion to the side as a single 
motion, in the Lane-Garrison manner. here, too, there are two separate .motions not 
readily detectable in the movie version. I long ago sent you a memo on this, about 
tue time I discovered that, in response to my needling in WII, the withheld 9 frames 
had appears: in the slide trsys. I’d say this was the Spring of'1968. And, before 
falling ovdr, the torso pivots, to the point where tae back of the head, pretty much 
if not all cf it, is clearly visible. 

Uhen, as I now recall, the head turns again, while the b-dy falls. 

As you may recall, have never postulated that a front shot had to have 
come from the north grassy knoll. You, apparently, do, again using what L regard ss 
e straw men. I think it cyite possible to postulate a shot from what nobody ever 
mentions, the symmetrical south grassy knoll, which is a much more isolated place 
and toward which the car was pointed, generally. 

I presume your calculations are based upon a head velocity. If this is the 
case, I suggest they are quite seriously flawed, for it is not the head but the 
entire body, to the degree oossible, that is so violatently thrown backward, llatruslly, 
the farthur from the restraining influence of tne back of the seat, the more motion 
5/ss possible. While not a real gun buff, I nave done a fair amount of shooting, f've r 
the years I've accumulated three rifles and two nsnd guns. To me? based on my observed 
tions in shooting, the suggestion of this motion is more consistent with 3 rather high 
shot in the head than anything else. I think you are sufficiently aware of my work 
to know that I have adduced a decent amount of proof on this point. It is, I think, 
an insurmountable flaw in this work that it is entirely independent of the existing 
end unequivocal medical evidence, which cannot be dismissed as you pretend in your 
letter to Gary, by terming it contradictory. There is fake evidence produced to 
make possible tae fake conclusions and tfleir is legitimate evidence, much of which 1 
now have and much of yhich you also should understand. You can no more make tae study 
you claim to be making without regard to it than you can study Los Angeles smog with 
samples taken from high above Samoa. 

Another of tue things 1 simply -cannot reconcile is tnat you could make 
or be part of an out-of-context scientific fakery like this. It i s entirely unlike 
you and all tne reflections of your thinking and metnod ss I've observed them over 
the years. 


^ou’di better have a little less concern over my ulcer and a 1 M -t 
about your own reputation. Sincerely, 


more 



